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Cloning of the FtAPDSLX1 gene in tartary buckwheat and analysis of its

anti-Rhizoctonia solaniand function
YANG Zhimint2PENG Xiaoyang'2,HUANG Xu?,JIAO Ruyu?,LI Wei2, GUAN Chaonan?3,
ZHOU Meiliang? YAN Mingli',XIAO Lu*
(*College of Life Science and Health, Hunan University of Science and Technology, Xiangtan 411201; 2 Institute of Crop Sciences, Chinese Academy of
Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081; *Hainan Provincial Seed Industry Laboratory, Hainan 572025)

Abstract: Tartary buckwheat (Fagopyrum tataricum) is an annual herbaceous plant of Fagopyrum in Polygonaceae, which is a
high-quality crop that is homologous of medicine and food. The occurrence of Fagopyrum damping-off has seriously affected the
promotion and development of Tartary buckwheat planting.This study conducted transcriptome analysis on Fagopyrum tataricum
treated with jasmonic acid or salicylic acid, revealing that the expression pattern of the aspartic protease gene FtAPDSLX1 is induced
by jasmonic acid or salicylic acid. Further analysis of FtAPDSLX1 expression levels in Fagopyrum tataricum with different resistance
degrees revealed a significantly higher expression level of FtAPDSLX1 in Fagopyrum tataricum resistant to Rhizoctonia
solanicompared than in susceptible materials. Using the representative variety of Fagopyrum tataricum, Chuangiao No. 1, the
FtAPDSLX1 gene was cloned. Bioinformatics analysis revealed that the coding sequence of the FtAPDSLX1 gene contains 1143 base
pairs, encoding the protein consisting of 380 amino acids, while its promoter harbors multiple cis-elements associated with disease
resistance. Examination of FtAPDSLX1 expression patterns unveiled its upregulation in Tartary buckwheat seedlings upon
Rhizoctonia solaniand invasion, exhibiting pronounced tissue specificity. Phenotypic analysis of disease resistance in transgenic
Arabidopsis lines harboring the FtAPDSLX1 gene underscored its role in enhancing resistance against Rhizoctonia
solaniand .Furthermore, under pathogen stress, FtAPDSLX1 expression substantially increased in transgenic Arabidopsis, concomitant
with heightened enzymatic activities of SOD and POD. These findings suggest that FtAPDSLX1 may participate in the defense
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mechanism against Rhizoctonia solaniin Fagopyrum tataricum. The functional validation and related research of FtAPDSLX1 provide
a foundation for unraveling the molecular mechanisms underlying Fagopyrum tataricum's resistance to Rhizoctonia solaniand for

screening disease-resistant germplasm resources.
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F| FtAPDSLX1 %:[X 4z CDS. i B lEH eI vk ¥ PCR 4739/ W) 0 15, R IR 4t BEAT (Rl Wi A = 4l
o FIHAA =T T BiER:, A RIHAT B DHS o B2, bl RS2 A 4N i 51 iR R 1E
WA AMP HTPEM LB [ AR 775 I, 37° CId i 537, Ik H Bk S ER V& , PCR %58 JEIU T, 19 1407 FtAPDSLX1
LR SR o

T 55 72 1 DR 4R 25 B K HE 2 I 32t 75 10 75 31 FtAPDSLX1cDS 541, i ] EXPASY /3 25 #) FtAPDSLX1 25
HELME, B PHYRE2 Wi £ if) FtAPDSLX1 25 [ 2 45 #4118 F Swiss Model 5 3 = 5 Mt T 1E .
fii ] PLANTCARE %f FtAPDSLX1 2 5 3l 7 FP #1347 70 #r, 83 UNIPROT £EZ M ulif FtAPDSLX1 #H
FEH SANE A AT LT, IR MEGALL #H7 KRG K B W2 .
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Table 1 Primer sequence

CIE/EZ S Elk/2 71 i

Primer Primer sequence (5' -3") Function
FTAPDSLX1-F ATGGCGGAGGCAATCACGA LR v
FTAPDSLX1-R TTAGTAGAGTGGCCCAATG

1307-FTAPDSLX1-F GACTTGAACTCGGTATCTAGAATGGCGGAGGCAATCACGA o gt Rk Bk
1307-FTAPDSLX1-R CTTGATATCGAATTCCTGCAGTTAGTAGAGTGGCCCAATG

1307-F CTCAAGCAATCAAGCATTCTAC 1307 J@H 51
1307-R GAGAGACTGGTGATTTTTGCG

FtH3-qPCR-F GAAATTCGCAAGTACCAGAAGAG gRT-PCR & 77 A 2 JE ]
FtH3-gPCR-R CCAACAAGGTATGCCTCAGC

Actin7-qPCR-F TCCATGAAACAACTTACAACTCCATCA gRT-PCR i 7+ S5 ]
Actin7-gPCR-R CATCGTACTCACTCTTTGAAATCCACA

gPCR-FTAPDSLX1-F GAAGCACCCAACTCAAGCATAGCT gRT-PCR

gPCR-FTAPDSLX1-R ACCCTTTCCCGAGGCACTCA




1.5 E 55 FtAPDSLX1 BEEHIFRIE S
1.5.1 RNEMFKEEFTFMETR FAPDSLXT BEWRIEE I8 100 A8 2 5 B A Btk i okl
NPL324. GS181. GZ269. HB93. SX122 L) K FLAj b S Ak 224% « B BN 5 I A4 kL SX96. HB384. YN306.
QH361. GS194 i#4T RNA $2HU LK e #E5% . FIF SnapGene itk [N FtAPDSLX1 K176 ¢ & & 51 4%t
gPCR-FtAPDSLX1-F/R. LA FR#RLE) cDNA AAARHEAT FtAPDSLXL LEAN[RIH0 i 55 4k w7 75 P ot 1R 1A &4y
i
1.5.2 EFF FAPDSLXT BEMFRIESH  HA LSRR KH RIFNEFRE)IFE 1 STEE, T 28 °C
HEREFR 0hy 6hy 12hy 24 h JEXfmy. 250 MBHTHORE, JREEIUE RNA, DUIISE FtAPDSLXL JE A 7E
FEANFH R AR R L & .

¥ FLAPDSLX1 # 3L B 7Pk & (OE1. OE2. OE3) FEFEMIUFGIF (WT) #EEIE N 28°C, AHXTIE
FER 75% ~ 80% (IR FOGHE 16 h/ HEIE 8 h Bige =i . [H—AE7 P ME 4 ¥RIUFE T —4, ARk R S
FEE 3 RN TT, FIFSIAS LA BT AR B (0 hy 6 hy 12 hy 24 h) MR PIFEURE . K TR 21
FE 4T RNA 23R4T & 3 515 3] cDNAL R qRT-PCR J5 VAR AN A2 Yt 1] BE T 1 BF A= B R0 RS TF (W)
AT FtAPDSLX1 %% 4 [RI4U e 7 Pk & B A XS 208 S kAT 73 i o
1.5.3 SCETSEHEE PCR  FIH SnapeGene HR¥E FtAPDSLX1 F:[HHARMRSF X ], #it5 ot e & 51 %t
FtAPDSLX1- gPCR-F/IR (& 1) . FEHAMMFILIERF FH3 (EANSER (K L . XA GE®RA&
FISEE 7 8 f PCR X #5E1T RT-qPCR Al 14047
1. 6 WA E(RE & E AR

Ty 5 3V 40 B 5 7 il & 37k pCAMBIA1305-FtAPDSLX1-GFP, J#4 5 1305-GFP %5 34K Fl A AT A
SPVE G )0 3 Y A G B P A A B A PO B R T TR R SEB AL ANT HRZE, Sz 4 ok HR A 35 m A%
marker, EOGEEFE 12 h 5, BT IR &M NEEIE 48 he T HBOCIL I E BB T2,
1.7 EYRIER AR RIAETTIIEERE L
1.7. 1 pCAMBIA1307-FtAPDSLXT i FAXER AR BOAGFE I FH I Lo xf IE A 1) FtAPDSLXL B EEE H 1AL, 4K
#5 pCAMBIAL1307 K FIfEg Y47 & BamHI A1 Kpnl 311514 FtAPDSLX1-1307F/R (% 1) #4T PCR W
4, R 1% BEAGHEAZRRER T PCR P4 HEAT R, S HIEAf 2% s Hd AT e Imlie, 5 280 U] (1 =i
pCAMBIA1307 HEAT A5 E4H, ¥4k KIGF # DHSa EZAMM, 2895 % 2 LI Hx) 5 75 3
FtAPDSLX1-1307 i B EARE M, 18 e i A H il 5 3--80°C UkAf th IR A74 H
FLEALARAT I GV3101 /240, Z80d 5535 AT %7€ f5 15 31 FtAPDSLXL FH AT B B - ) FBH 1A AT
TR o) % FUL T T 152 G AR, e ) A 0t o 5 P B A RO R I (0 A8 A AT AR 4, WiOR 5 75 31 FtAPDSLX1
FEEERPLRE IT TO ARF7, AT RMTHEE1F 3] TL ARBEEFI I EH T ARG B R ST
BEPRZH DNA $2HL, JEXHS R AL I DNA A7 55E, il 5 3k45 FIAPDSLX1 # B [HfE#k OEL. OE2.
OE3.
1.8 FtAPDSLX1 ¥ B EIE TR E RE D

¥4 FtAPDSLX1 #% B2 (A tk 5 OE1l. OE2. OE3 Fh—rFIEf A BN R WT Fh 2 Jo7K LBETH B T Ja 12 24
FEAE MS ARSI E . —BUNIAS, B K EUH K FtAPDSLXL #53ERIkk R AT WT IS T 167,



FHAEE IR 22 CCHIMEL R kT 16 h 6 /8 h FRIEHE IR . — BN [A] 545 1] FtAPDSLX1 #2 BRI #k AT WT 4
FAST, EHC FtAPDSLXL % R:RIBR RA WT B A VA RE R AT R AL HT o Wi A7 1 SLA 22 % 1R 1A
(Rhizoctonia solani AG4-HGI3) #4750 )5 kAT T PDB B 7r 5k FabAT853%, 182306 714 s i S A 22 4% i B
B. WEHL FtAPDSLXL BRItk /A WT BRI v 73 0] B T8 7R Ly, IFAEm R EONIRIE B ELR LAORSF
VR, Kt o A, — R RN =80 TV IR R SIA 22 A% R B DX B A e SR T AT e
PARE5¢ FtAPDSLXL 6 JE K ik 2R MIET A2 BT B WT R B4R G N B0 AR B 0, — A ANEBEAT AL BRAE 0 R A .
Br IR MUA 3 D R AT B A ORRAL S, T 28 CHEG FREH: IR 24 h EWERA R LI R IE L. FExt
FtAPDSLX1 5 PR Pk S AT AR 0T I WT A0 238 SO BRETEIAR 5 EEEAT S it A DAB By igint ab #iid
JG ¥ FtAPDSLX1 #%HE[RIMR R A WT 1 85 4 i gk AT G 6 DLk — 20 W80 B A% 0 o 0 AN [ 4 B2 1
FtAPDSLX1 #45:[K Pk 2 AET AE RIS WT #EAT FtAPDSLX1 2R A AT 00T, FFRHABLGTR ThAg
FH G (Bl TG M AT 000 52
2 BER5HHh
2.1 FtAPDSLX1 St EFRI M A4 B RIS (ER
2.1.1 SAFJAES FeAPDSLXT BIFRIE  FERM a5 R R, &5 FtAPDSLXL T JA A3 1 h 5%
IERIAFNEE (B 1A) o T7E SA ZLBEFE R, FtAPDSLXL 7F 4 h Rk ik #)0gg (B 1B) , H 12h
i) FtAPDSLX1 XA 8 5 4 h —3. BIAWAEY, EMETURITAR T, RIS B R P AR,
1 KA BRAE T R 9 ) R 5 AR STk JE R R IR ST, FRATTHEN FtAPDSLXL P25 JA 51 SA /i T 175
FER SLAE 22 A% T R B AL A

*F 8 p<0. 055 #k5KIRN p<0. 01; KA
* For p <0.05; * * for p <0.01; the same below

Bl 1 JA/SA QAIBIETEFRR FLAPDSLXT ¥R Hh
Fig.1 Transcriptome analysis of FtAPDSLX1 in Tartary buckwheat after JA/SA treatment

2.1.2 FtAPDSLXT BHUfmMRIchERIE N T K FIAPDSLXL 7E AR FIFUE KT AR b i 25k B T A7 A 22
F, 181 qPCR X FtAPDSLX1 {ESLAL 22 WP RS Gy R R R IA AT /i (B 2) , SRR
FESTAS A% TE HLMERN TR NPL324. GS181. GZ269. HB93. SX122 ' FIAPDSLX1 Fik B3 m T it
Wb 5 BRI SX96. HB384. YN306. QH361. GS194. #t—353K M T FtAPDSLX1 575 37X S Ak 22 4% i 1)
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2 FtAPDSLXT FEAEIHUAF K& Fe MR B RIKAR RN
Fig.2 Expression pattern of FtAPDSLX1 in buckwheat germplasm with different disease resistance grades

2.2 EFE FLAPDSLXT Mg SEMERZFE 0

PR R AR N (PCR) FARY 1#9753] FIAPDSLX1 4K CDS, i I figkikt ke f ikl PCR
PG B AR 3 WoR, 2 SKIE o B AR B I A5 R/ N K20y 1000 bp, 1M FtAPDSLX1 £:[X] CDS
N 1143 bp, FERE AT IR LLG, S5 RAE R S R H R .

M: DL 2000 maker; 1. 3. 4. 5: PCR KWU=M%&4: 2: BM&H

M: DL 2000 marker; 1, 3, 4, 5: Bands of failed PCR products; 2: Target band

&3 FtAPDSLX1T E[E PCR F=4ER k45 R
Fig.3 Electrophoresis results of PCR products of FtAPDSLX1 gene
AW BTSRRI T FIAPDSLXL JE (A K HL 4t & (VLIS B . FtAPDSLXL 3K /) CDS 741K

JZ7 1143 bp (1143 BfFEXS) , X LemsHex] 12 HRF 2 M HESY, 4wt T 380 M FEMR M B EE E . FF15
th FtAPDSLX1 B A MIPEm, Hrp I T8, RIEAERFPITHESH, K408 42.33 kDa.
A (ph) 22— MR E A FUERE pH &0 T RGPIRASHIVERT, X1 U B B ALY A BOAH AR
FH E L, FIAPDSLX1 I RYEEIRSF L 08 5.50. 87 1 AR E PEn] DUB R AR FOR Y, 123880k T
AP RS RR AL AT TR, I8 E AR E RN T 40 I, FOREARAREEN . FIAPDSLX1
FIAFRE R 53.32, & —MAFRE R . KPR K 23 HT 2 VPPN 8 1 BT 7E /K A5 Hh Vs e 1k () B B0
P%. FtAPDSLX1 & F2r/K1E-0.352, REFRKIEEH.



FtAPDSLX1 S AWM ity (B 4A) TEH a-dBhE. EfEE. B-F5 AT HNG MR, 7 5 b
27.89%. 15.53%. 3.16%#F1 53.42%. KT &FH w7 HAHmPPuomtE, FitEd S5 R 7 HES TR
b X 75 21 FtAPDSLX1 4 [ ¥ [ & [ FDO7G01375 J-%F — R 25/ dt47 Tl (&l 4B) , FDO7G01375 #5[ —
LB 30.36% o-RJiE, 16.96% ILfHEE, 4.05% B-4%ff LA K 48.35% JLHUNE . FDO7GO01375 & FHAHEL
T FtAPDSLX1 & HE R4 EEFHE 2N o-180E 0L B-Hff . it = a5 iER (K 4C. D) ,
SR M RE— B, XF FtAPDSLX1 #EH Y5 FDO7G01375 # H R ~F 45 M Ik AT 40 4, 45 R IR
FtAPDSLX1 2K 1 (K A R R iR I BE 45 /38 5 FDO7G01375 R A2 [AIfEAE 2R, WAt S E& T 582 bt
TRTERIA T o

4 FtAPDSLX1 [ElR&E B ZEHIEL XS
Fig.4 Structural alignment of FtAPDSLX1 homologous proteins

%f FtAPDSLX1 J:[K LI HEAT /0T, 455 Bon{E FAPDSLXL 3 [RUE 3 T/ i 74745 — R AR
RLTeAan A K =M R ofF TGA-element. 7% R MR T P-box. Wik BRMEINA T/ ABRE 4, EAF(E
G-BOX. MYB 1 MYC & 540l AH S NIAE FH 7o B A S5 1855 i 32 o fF W-BOX (K] 5, % 2) . i
— BT LD FtAPDSLX1 757 57 Hh B — 2 B PUi i

5 FtAPDSLXT BT 44
Fig.5 The structure of FtAPDSLX1 promoter



2 FAPDSLXT EE B EhFIRAE B T
Table 2 Cis-elements in FtAPDSLX1 gene promoter

(A=E i fr R e TeiF R
Site name Function of site Quantity of element
MYB Anti stress related 6
TGA-element auxin-responsive element 1
ABRE A cis-acting element involved in the abscisic acid 7
responsiveness
cis-acting regulatory element involved in zein 5
02-site
metabolism regulation
P-box gibberellin-responsive element 1
Spl light responsive element 5
Myb-binding site Anti stress related 3
ARE regulatory element essential for the anaerobic induction 2
GC-motif element involved in anoxic specific inducibility 2
A cis-acting regulatory element involved in light 3
G-box
responsiveness
A part of a conserved DNA module involved in light 1
Box 4

responsiveness

N T fik FtAPDSLX1 & FITEMIFIH SR G R, 18I UNIPROT 7ELE M3 2% FtAPDSLX1 & H 741,45
FI|#H B & (Abrus precatorius) « ZNREIIEE (Coffea arabica) « K 5 (Glycine soja) « [f] F % (Helianthus annuus ) «
%k QQuglans regia) « & & (Lactuca sativa) - =R @4 1L 5E 1 (Malus baccata) + 3% (Nelumbo nucifera ) .
74 (Phoenix dactylifera) « A< (Pyrus ussuriensis x Pyrus communis) . 2 Jik(Sesamum indicum). 3% (Spinacia
oleracea) DLK A2 (Zingiber officinale) Z&¥)# 185 7415 FtAPDSLXL & AT 4 A — & M [FVRYE, F)
B MEGALL BEATHEXS 73, JRexhil RGEeEAL (K1 6) , 25 R3EW] FAPDSLX1 5743

(AOABJ5FNQ4_ZINOF) (¥ /741 58 il .

6 FtAPDSLX1 R EHIFEIRE R 5
Fig.6 Analysis of homologous proteins of FTAPDSLX1 in different species

2.3 FtAPDSLX1 ERAMFTIERR 04

2.3.1 FtAPDSLX1 BRI MAEN KA ZBRE A £ 200 TR 205, RS R & 2R 5 g 1Y
AR ThRe,  H 40 A F A 025 22 e R A TV 4 i i 2  1305-FtAPDSLX1-GFP Jf F R AT B A
SPVE S IR I S A LRI LA A B AR [ S i T, AT R SR A WO R R R I (&
7) , FtAPDSLX1 7EH A% 15 20 i o7 vh 35546 43 AT o
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Fig.7 Subcellular localization signal of FtAPDSLX1 (Bar=20um)

2.3.2 FtAPDSLX1 BEEMFRIXERN 547 0S50 W O A R A HAR T 9 KL, FtAPDSLXL FZAER F .
ZULUSORKE IR R (B 8A) o 1B iE SIA 2 R G B FtADSPLXL [fme AR =, 18
ik qRT-PCR X} FtAPDSLX1 152 S 22 4% B 7 Ge A [ o 1) B 1 v 7R 2H 4 K A S AT Al « &5 SRR, 5%
FtAPDSLX1 K& [KI7E LAl 22 4% 1 38 T #5355 5 AT Bl RIA .

A: EFRAFAALH FIAPDSLXL KR B: R4 MM AL IR R Y 24 h #LARH FIAPDSLXL Mix) #Rik &
C: WEFRANH AT LIL R Y 24 h 2B FtAPDSLXL AN Rk #; D: W IR AN LI BIR G 24 h i Ao FtAPDSLX1 ARR ik &
A: Expression levels of FtAPDSLX1 in different tissues of Tartary buckwheat; B: Relative expression of FtAPDSLX1 in the roots of RS infected for 24 h;
C: relative expression of FtAPDSLX1 in the stem of RS infected for 24 h;D: Relative expression of FtAPDSLX1 in leaves of RS infected for 24 h
8 BT FLAPDSLXT HYFRIERT
Fig.8 Relative expression level of FtAPDSLX1 in Fagopyrum tataricum under Rhizoctonia solani stress
A AR ZE AN RN (8] BOZ RS 2 X RHR G2k AF T, FAPDSLXL FR3RIA & 2 0L 25 1) 41 4R ik
(K 8) o WFFANPAENA LA R G , AR 8] B Z2 BONT 7 of FtAPDSLXL &Ik 54 i TR,
HEIUH B N 2Rk k. #£ 0~48 h N, TFFIRZEM 1 FIAPDSLX1 LR RIE B R FiF. R4
FIAPDSLX1 KIA B HEN, FIAPDSLX1 2 57557 X] SEAl 2 1% 18 = G aa K B EpLE], £ 0~24 h AL
b b HARE B E R B0, TAE 12~48 h 18], AT RE 0 B S (BB, 5 R A LA 32 4™ 5
FECGHR A B RSOV TR H AT, FtAPDSLX fRIE B I KA R %



2.4 FtAPDSLX1 3B FERE S
2.4.1 FtAPDSLXT 125 TR EEIRETTRII M L2 EIM N 7€ FIAPDSLXL BP0l FE I+ M Hom i,
M FtAPDSLXY J R0 77 55 B A2 BU40L B I B ARy EAT SEAb 22 A% et . 85 R BIR (B 9A) |, Hefl
24 hj&, XFHRAT AN 2 m R 2 R EAR R0 H WT BRSO 22 A% AR YR T
B4 OEL1. OE2. OE3 (S ANME. Xt RMmIiGEH T4, 4R ER (B9B) , B AR IT WT Bk
FPBIRFRRIE 93%, Wik IERIEE Tk &4, OEL KPR HR N 53%, OE2 PR N 43%, OE3
FRIRIEF A 5T%. F FtAPDSLX1 FEPRHULRE I+ ik 5 & 2L IR B At v ~F- 2 R0 R 3t s (IR T- B A 40U R 7%
WT BRI Fr o XS T AN 22 A% R M 5 IR F R AT Gt (&1 9C) , S5 R REFAEHY WT U 7T g
AT 975 BRETHIAR o5 T TR ) B 2 25 K T 5% FtAPDSLX F DR JU R FF ik 2R B AR I o BRETRT R o e TRIRR )
ECAE o AR DA 45 S nT U B, Jo 18 Ao 5 R 2 Bl A 1T 55 % FtAPDSLX1 2 [K U5 71 #k & OEL1. OE2.
OE3 X SZA 22 A% B B PP 3 8 25 ol T- B9 AR BB I WT

TEJERCR L (Diaminobenzidine, DAB) {Eid S ALYIBEMEAAE N R EE IR, TE RN ST A
PR UTIEY) . DAB Jettsiin iR (& 9D) #E— Pt | FtAPDSLXL %3 [ 4DL R T X0 SLA 22 4% B (R Bk
TR A R T, SEIR4H T OEL. OE2. OE3 A1 WT I f 35 BB BARHE (Lyie, Xt i %
SR e TR A R R ST A R . RN IR AL R R Y 24 h )5, WT SR S0AL 22 4% %
2 PRI FE bR R B AR BN R . DU T FtAPDSLXY J RI4DL e T 5% A 22 4% B R B 2k it
T AR TR I



A: BIFIPRE ARG R B: MMIT MRS C: MMIREEES I D: DAB Jetash R
A: Infection results of Arabidopsis thaliana by pathogens; B: Statistics of Arabidopsis thaliana disease incidence;
C: Statistics of Arabidopsis thaliana disease severity; D: DAB staining results
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Fig.9 Phenotype analysis of transgenic Arabidopsis thaliana after treated with Rhizoctonia solani

2.4.2 IREME THEEMRETT FAPDSLXT MFRIZERERS N T RIFREIEE LRI 5 B A B4R
TFHIBUR M Z 2 5 FtADSPLXL HIZRIA fEAH O, BRIt it qRT-PCR X 37 22 4% B 1= G A [ g ) B Ak 242 f1)
B A AU R T WT FIEE LR B 77k & OEL. OE2. OE3 #{T FIAPDSLX1 Fik B o 2 45 5 (/& 10)
BORAG AR Y 0~24 h W1A], IR T A FIAPDSLX HIZR0A R i T B AR B R 77 WT, 1
£ 24~48 h FtAPDSLX1 FiA S Gl [N, SR B I+ OE Hh FtAPDSLX1 36k Sk B 1 B A4 1Y
PRI FAT L b FIRGERER M, TEIA 2R EAIMNA T, HREFEMIRE T+ FIAPDSLX1 JFm§E2
L A0l R T U AR FEALA, FtAPDSLXL RIA R W5 38w, JE Mg om 1 4 5L R0l s T e i .
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Fig.10 Analysis of expression level of transgenic Arabidopsis Thaliana line FtAPDSLX1 under Rhizoctonia solani infection
2. 4. 3FtAPDSLXT RREFERMREFThPURIMERXEBINENE Oy It — P i e HREFM M TRk 2 B 2%
Sy, R DD E T 5 B A AU B T P B O PR AH OGBS P BEAT AR . POD A1 SOD fE24 ROS 5 FRAH
KIAAGRE, HE PR T T B B b 0 A AR 7, PR AR AR BT 52 B I AR 5 28, R B XA 1
UG A BEAT T, 0T MDA JE AT I 52 7T DA T sz AR A2 200 JE0 P 5 32 453 R B2 DA K R A3 58 T A
Yo R RE e iR gEE. R SR (B 1D, S M2 ERY 24 h 5, BRI WT 1 POD
Tk 5 RGBT B H A R R RO BB 22 5 T FAPDSLXL ZERIF Fpk &= b, #UF9 9T POD %
PO BRZET 5 KA T & THE . F FIAPDSLXL JE R I 2 SEAG 2 A% TR 1R Gk 24 h 5, S ORALBE X HE
ML, SOD W&MEAE THIRM L. BFAERUETT WT LA 2w R % 24h 5, HAKNE MDA
VS IR A PR A T B LR # FIAPDSLXL BRItk R &0 oAk 22 1% 5 A B2 /5 1) MDA 35 £ [7)
FERAET BTE, EEE AR WT SIFGSFHILL, % FtAPDSLX1 S KRG 7+ MDA i&PE ) TR 52 2 7 W 2
(. S5 SRUERA, 7552 BN AL 22A% B B I 5 FtAPDSLXL B RIvk R 45 L& Py 1) SOD A1 POD ¥k, I
I FEA AR ARAE — EREE_EX MDA FEEREAT I, RIS AR WT MEL, # FtAPDSLXL ZE APk &
U PR o

Blank: RAH; Handler: “TALZZAZHR G 24 h
Blank: Untreated; Handler:Infected with Rhizoctonia solani for 24 hours
A: URIF POD G TERIILE R B: MR SOD G ML R C: #IRIFT MDA FEMEA IS 5 s
A: Arabidopsis thaliana POD activity test results; B: Arabidopsis thaliana SOD activity test results; C: Arabidopsis thaliana MDA activity test results.
11 HEEMET IR R X E B IR
Fig.11 Detection of physiological indicators related to disease resistance of transgenic Arabidopsis thaliana
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T SA BIA G, RARIRE AR N FIAPDSLXL FIZRIARA IR Z 24, @i AE Y15 B2 Hr i
BT RAFREAMFE (H 4D .

20 142 90 44X, Rodrigo 5222 i M # 5 oe P A5 B R KA R A, JRIESEH S 5 TG
HEAMIFEE. CORL /E NI gt R A SRR G R R, 7ERU R 77 o 2 e akpl e, feE bk 230
HAIBHUR IR s T 221258 R 3Rk 52 BRI, AR B0 T 0 25 T 52, CDR1 7E /KRG HA77E A YR 5 [
OsCDR1, 7E/KFEZBEYIBUFR AT SA FIZEIFME W% S5 LS, OsCDRL [RIAR W i, i
OsCDR1 FJ G2 5 T /KR IHUm ML,

SIS R TARERS, 3R HORFTR A T R A 2R B B FtASP, HAAHUmAHCTIRE, HEH
Xof B A KRR B E IS, [RItE, JRATIHEN FtAPDSLX1 Tl e 2 575 SA 5 IA 558 %. AMEH
PEAKCE#55H FtAPDSLXL (A B E K B, FIAPDSLX1 fE PR h s B (B 2) , Witk
AITHEN FtAPDSLX1 W] REAE & FRHILAL R 73 TG KR EAEA . % FtAPDSLXL J& 3+ /57 51T 70 K
W, HEZFHAEREREmNGHE (B 5 o MEMNALESHYZS 55008 B, Rl &2
SA B IA 55 & 4%, HLunrE /KRGS, OsWRKY13 eI s#/KFE X F M8, OSWRKY13 131452 2B {5
SHTHIRM, SA ZEE 5 min JEHRFEEEGE OSWRKY13 Rik, 1 JA M 5 min FFUEENE, 30 min FFUAETE L2,
K FEHUR T B8 1A% 0 RNA JUERTT AGO18 ZEKFITR R AL HE 1 h J5 mRNA 7K~ BT, ek,
24 JA BEFEE OsCOILA. OsJAMYB H1 OsJAZ6 [ 3A Bt [F] A 1 2o, 55 2 FHALL i & 26 A 52
FtAPDSLX1 7F JA AbHE 1 h B RIEE L7t 78 SA A 4h [FRIEE LA EE| 12 h, FRATHEN FtAPDSLX1 7E
W S 5HA AL ERE . 5I0E N RATEE FtAPDSLXL (1 5 V5 e 2652 3 3 DR R TFp4 Bk b e sz 1
IR, KL DR R PR DA K BT AE AR RS T E L DAB et szt (B 9D) HEATXFEL, K I FtAPDSLX1 343
DRI REL R RT3 14 B S 5 1 B AR TR ADL R T, R AP R A SR B 1 i B[R] FtAPDSLXL 7E o 7 52 I 3L A 22 % 1A
FREREL T, 25T SR MPURB L . s/ T &30 5522 R FH Pt iR T 3%, % FtAPDSLX1
5 &FE P RJEIE R FDO7G01375 #HATLEXT adr (K 4) , WiFdh TR L ER, S8 FD07G01375
RAWRERA H R R G, AT &I R BRI bR .

X SR I R IA FtAPDSLXL 0L R+ (AR BRFR bR AT RS R I, 7052 B SIAS 2 AZ AR i, i R IF
Pk A& ¥ POD 1 SOD (st kAT % L7+, POD F1 SOD 1EJN ROS & KR G HIPT AR, JIEHEM T
e ) BERAR  pR S A MRS 45, AT BRARAEL IR BT 52 B S5 491270 ST 6 POD. SOD S5 Bt AU T i s 1k
BA FRER, FRAHEN FAPDSLXL i §E2 5 JA i124& 5 1 POD. SOD JE ML M 4ERF Y 40 f kAR
IR T IR SRS AL BT . WESCIER], POD A1 SOD 3 14 AT LAE 35 5 K B B 0% 1 B0 /71280,
FEARSZIGHT T 45 R rf, FtAPDSLX1 A gL 20 POD Al SOD 5 P BRI 75 77 18 A2 ST A 2 4% 1H 1R Je it ROS
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